Bcc: abuelitopop@yahoo.com[abuelitopop@yahoo.comj;
adamarnold112@hotmail.comjadamarnold112@hotmail.com};
Ameliad@lyndhurstnj.org{Ameliad@lyndhurstnj.org}; BCA5S5@comcast.net|BCAS5@comcast.net];
bhague@yahoo.com|bhague@yahoo.com];
bintindola@negliaengineering.comfbintindola@negliaengineering.com];
bobbyrbg@gmail.com{bobbyrbg@gmail.com]; brian.mikucki@tierra-inc.com[brian.mikucki@tierra-
inc.com}; brianchaggerty@gmail.com{brianchaggerty@gmail.com]j;
captain@hackensackriverkeeper.org[captain@hackensackriverkeeper.orgl;
cathemorrow@comcast.net[cathemorrow@comcast.net]; cgreeder@gmail.comfcgreeder@gmail.com];
depalma.anthony@gmail.com{depalma.anthony@gmail.com];
jmickens@lawgordon.com[jmickens@lawgordon.com}; joebesca@aol.comfjoebesca@aol.com];
kmcguckin@jaycashman.com{kmcguckin@jaycashman.com];
lamendola@northjersey.comjlamendola@northjersey.com}; Isavino1@verizon.net{lsavino1@verizon.net];
matteo.portuesi@cyclechem.com|matteo.portuesi@cyclechem.com}; mstanton@mbi-
gs.com[mstanton@mbi-gs.com]; pfoley@aerotek.com[pfoley@aerotek.com];

pooch17 1@hotmail.com[pooch171@hotmail.com]; Richard Budris[rbudris@essexregional.org};
rkistner@co.bergen.nj.us|rkistner@co.bergen.nj.usl; ronleird23@gmail.com[ronleir4d23@gmail.comj;
slipke@sjlconsultants.com[slipke@sjlconsultants.com]; ssmith2@synagro.com[ssmith2@synagro.com};
zmoylen@passaicriver.org[zmoylen@passaicriver.org]; Arnold Cohenfacohen@hcdnnj.org];
cmellon@ironboundcc.orgfcmellon@ironboundcc.orgl; David Yennior[dyennior@gmail.com];
debbie@nynjbaykeeper.org[debbie@nynjbaykeeper.orgl; DelisleB@jcnj.org[DelisieB@jcnj.org]; Douglas
Sarno[doug@forumfg.com}; greenwoods@ci.newark.nj.us[greenwoods@ci.newark.nj.us];
jamespmack@jpm-lic.comfjamespmack@jpm-lic.com}; Jay Meegodaljay.meegoda@njit.edul;
john@sustainablefox.com[john@sustainablefox.com];
jsphnardone@yahoo.com{jsphnardone@yahoo.com];
jweiss@targetcoatings.comfjweiss@targetcoatings.com];
kirk.barrett@manhattan.edulkirk.barrett@manhattan.edul; lennyt22@gmail.com{lennyt22@gmail.comj;
mgreenberg@ironboundcc.org[mgreenberg@ironboundcc.orgl; MJusino-
lturralde@JerseyHistory.OrgiMJusino-lturralde@JerseyHistory.Org]l;
rdougherty@citybloom.org{rdougherty@citybloom.org}; rrichards@njpac.orgirrichards@njpac.orgl;
spark07105@yahoo.com[spark07105@yahoo.com};, TBAL5678@Yahoo.com{TBAL5678@Yahoo.com];
thomasr2@ci.newark.nj.usfthomasr2@ci.newark.nj.us]; Artie Mandel[Arthur.mandel@mail.house.gov};
Ben Rich[Ben.rich@mail.house.gov]; Erica Daughtrey[Erica.daughtrey@mail.house.gov}, George
Helmy[George_Helmy@booker.senate.govl]; Kathleen Hazlett[kathleen.hazlett@mail.house.gov}; Kellie
Drakeford[kellie_drakeford@menendez.senate.gov}; Laverne
Alexander{laverne.alexander@mail.house.gov], Pam Thievon[PamelaThievon@mail.house.gov}; Paul
Brubakerpaul_brubaker@menendez.senate.gov]; Richard Barsafrichard.barsa@mail.house.gov]; Sarah
Jonessarah.jones@mail.house.gov]; Tim Hillmann[Tim_Hillmann@menendez.senate.gov]; Tom
Pietrykoski[thomas.pietrykoski@mail.nouse.gov]; afair@anjec.orglafair@anjec.orgl;
angie.rafaela@gmail.com[angie.rafaela@gmail.com]; apengitore@pvsc.comjapengitore@pvsc.comj;
Atorres1@aol.com[Atorres1@aol.com]; bmckenna@pvsc.com{bmckenna@pvsc.comj;
BudneySL@cdmsmith.com[BudneySL@cdmsmith.com}; carlie.thompson@tierra-
inc.com{carlie.thompson@tierra-inc.comy}; cefirstenberg@cox.net[cefirstenberg@cox.net];
dan@jaffecom.com[dan@jaffecom.com}; daniel.czerniawski@gmail.com[daniel.czerniawski@gmail.com];
DiazM@cdmsmith.com[DiazM@cdmsmith.com};
DJKNEWYORK@AOL.COM[DJKNEWYORK@AOL.COM},

fengh@mail.montclair.edu[fengh@mail. montclair.edul;
harvey.morginstin@gmail.comfharvey.morginstin@gmail.comj;
heimbuch@demaximis.com[heimbuch@demaximis.com];
info@hackensackriverkeeper.orglinfo@hackensackriverkeeper.orgl;
jim@hudsonriver.orgljim@hudsonriver.orgl; jjpurns@cox.netfjjourns@cox.net];
jphillips@ensr.aecom.comijphillips@ensr.aecom.comj;
Jtripp@environmentaldefense.org[Jtripp@environmentaldefense.orgl;
llevine@nrdc.orglllevine@nrdc.orgl; martin@jaffecom.com[martin@jaffecom.com}; mick@glec-
tc.com[mick@glec-tc.com}; mmasters@panynj.govimmasters@panynj.gov}; Munoz,
Gabriela[Munoz.Gabriela@epa.gov]; mutku@louisberger.com{mutku@louisberger.com};
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N.Geevers@boskalis.nliiN.Geevers@boskalis.ni};
ophorid@mail.montclair.edu[ophorid@mail.montclair.edu}; otto@demaximis.com{otto@demaximis.comy];
rgermann@lowerpassaiccpg.comfrgermann@lowerpassaiccpg.comy;
riwenning@environcorp.comrjiwenning@environcorp.comj;
rlaw@demaximis.comirlaw@demaximis.com}; sbatty@aNJec.org[sbatty@aNJec.org];
Science@CleanOceanAction.org[Science@CleanOceanAction.org}]; Slipke@aol.com[Slipke@aol.com];
slipke@PVSC.COM|slipke@PVSC.COM]; StephenLuftig@aol.com|StephenLuftig@aol.com];
supercal3@yahoo.com[supercal3@yahoo.com};, TsangC@cdmsmith.com{TsangC@cdmsmith.com];
watts@nijit.edufwatts@njit.edu]; wmceaton@bennettenv.comjwmceaton@bennettenv.comj;
aaccardidey@louisberger.com[aaccardidey@louisberger.comj;
aahmed@panynj.goviaahmed@panynj.gov]; aayyaswami@gfnet.comjaayyaswami@gfnet.comj; Abhinhy
Arcayalaacharya@syr.edu}; adam.ayers@corporate.ge.comjadam.ayers@corporate.ge.comj;
adam.d.perelson@USACE .army.milfadam.d.perelson@USACE.army.mil];
akeramas@langan.com[akeramas@langan.com};, AKILDAY @ENVIRONMENTAL-

EPI.COM[AKILDAY @ENVIRONMENTAL-EPI.COM]; Al Faroe[alfaroe2@gmail.com]; Alan
Schindler[alanschindler@gmail.com]; Alice Yeh[Yeh.Alice@epa.govj; Allison
McCormickjamm@ztekenv.com]; Ana Baptista[abaptista@rpa.org}; Ana Personal
Baptista[anabaptista75@gmail.com]; andrew.willner@gmail.com[andrew.willner@gmail.com];
Andrew@iaco.us[Andrew@iaco.us}; ANEGRI@ENVIRONMENTAL-
EPI.COM[ANEGRI@ENVIRONMENTAL-EPI.COM]; Anne Krugerfalkruger@cfl.rr.comj;
Anne.Hayton@dep.state.nj.us[Anne.Hayton@dep.state.nj.us]; arusso@pirnie.comarusso@pirnie.comy;
aryon@mbakercorp.comfaryon@mbakercorp.com]; aszymczak@dbnj.comf[aszymczak@dbnj.com];
atimmis@dacollins.com[atimmis@dacollins.com]; b.m.lammers@boskalis.ni[b.m.lammers@boskalis.nlj;
barrowse@battelle.org[barrowse @battelle.org]; Bastura.Tara[tbastura@sealandenviro.com];
bayshorerecycle@aol.com[bayshorerecycle@aol.com}; bcodeli@mactec.com[bcodell@mactec.com];
bentivca@shu.edu[bentivca@shu.edu]; bfreeman@rc.com[bfreeman@rc.com];
bgershan@eicassociates.comfbgershan@eicassociates.com};
bgershon@eicassociates.comibgershon@eicassociates.com]; Bill Dawson[billdawson41@gmail.com};
bizokss1@aol.com[bizokss1@aol.com]; bob.gibson@ge.com[bob.gibson@ge.com];
bolognap@mail.montclair.edu[bolognap@mail.montclair.edu]; Bonnie Beliow[Bellow.Bonnie@epa.govl;
bonpix@verizon.net]bonpix@verizon.net]; Brandt, Peter[Brandt.Peter@epa.gov}; Brian
McLean[bmcLean@jaycashman.com}; brian.donohue@usdoj.govibrian.donohue@usdoj.gov];
bruce.preston@pseg.comibruce.preston@pseg.com}; bsewell@nrdc.orgibsewell@nrdc.org];
calbucher@gmail.com[calbucher@gmail.com]; carl.alderson@noaa.govicarl.alderson@noaa.govl;
carolyne_bourassa@cascades.comfcarolyne_bourassa@cascades.com]; cathy.elliott-
shaw@dep.state.nj.us[cathy.elliott-shaw@dep.state.nj.us];
cecilia_mancini@urscorp.comcecilia_mancini@urscorp.com};
chant@marine.rutgers.edu[chant@marine.rutgers.edu}; chayasara2@juno.com[chayasara2@juno.comj;
chopson@panynj.govichopson@panynj.gov}, Chris Sebastian[Sebastian.Chris@epa.govl;
christine.hobble@njmeadowlands.govichristine.hobble@njmeadowlands.govl;
Christopher.Rinaldi@siemens.com[Christopher.Rinaldi@siemens.com]; Chuck
Tempus|ctempus@aol.com]; Cirro Malleo[ciro.malleo@pseg.com];
cjuri@starledger.comfcjuri@starledger.comy}; Clifford.firstenberg@tierra-
inc.com[Clifford.firstenberg@tierra-inc.comj; cpsgrossman@aol.com{cpsgrossman@aol.com];
craig.blett@pgenv.comicraig.blett@pgenv.com}; ctaub@steptoe.comictaub@steptoe.com}]; D
Sendros{dsendros@gmail.com]; Daben Sutherflogos1555@gmail.com}; Daekyoo
Hwang[dkh410@yahoo.com]; danny.oconnell@pgenv.com{danny.oconnell@pgenv.com];
darin.r.damiani@usace.army.miif[darin.r.damiani@usace.army.mil}; Daryck
Brown[dhbrown@eossinc.com]; dave.risilia@dep.state.nj.us[dave. risilia@dep.state.nj.us};
davempf@gmail.com[davempf@gmail.com}; Davermxs@aol.com[{Davermxs@aol.com];
david.bean@dep.state.nj.us[david.bean@dep.state.nj.us];
David.Doyle@dep.state.nj.us[David.Doyle@dep.state.nj.us];
dbastian@dawsonassociates.com[dbastian@dawsonassociates.com};
DBlye@EnvStd.com[DBlye@EnvStd.com];
dchapman@stratusconsulting.com[dchapman@stratusconsulting.com];
ddecaro@entrix.com{ddecaro@entrix.com}; debbie@nynjbaykeeper.org[debbie@nynjbaykeeper.org};
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Delmar Karlen[Karlen.Delmar@epa.gov}; dennis@hudsonriver.org[dennis@hudsonriver.org];
dflynn@phillipslytie.com[dflynn@phillipsiytle.comj; disabel@golub-isabel.com[disabel@golub-isabel.com];
dnavon@pirnie.com[dnavon@pirnie.comy]; dnscotti.loureiro.com{dnscotti@Iloureiro.comj;
donald.mccloskey@pseg.com{donald.mccloskey@pseg.comj; donaldvi@aol.com[donaldvi@aol.com];
Doug Willettjdoug.willett@sbcglobal.net]; dpdavis@brwncald.com[dpdavis@brwncald.com];
ducks4tcdd@yahoo.com{ducks4tcdd@yahoo.com];
dvoight@otiesolutions.com[dvoight@otiesolutions.com]; E Rogak[erogak@panynj.gov];
ecote@recuperesol.com{ecote@recuperesol.com}; Ed Hinchey[edhinchey@yahoo.com];
egarvey@louisberger.com{egarvey@louisberger.com}; Elisa Brown[ebrown1027@gmail.comj; Elizabeth
Butler[Butler.Elizabeth@epa.gov];
Elizabeth.A.Franklin@usace.army.mil[Elizabeth.A.Franklin@usace.army.mil};
ellanora@comcast.net{ellanora@comcast.net];
ellen.b.simon@usace.army.millellen.b.simon@usace.army.mil}; Ells, Steve[Ells.Steve@epa.gov];
eseelman@langan.com[eseelman@langan.com]; fallon@northjersey.com[fallon@northjersey.comj;
fcinj@optonline.netffcinj@optonline.net]; Fdar9@aol.com[Fdar9@aol.com};
fengh@montclair.edu[fengh@montclair.edul; fenneli@envsci.rutgers.eduffennell@envsci.rutgers.edul;
Fightin Gil[fightingilé3@aol.com]; fiafari@soiltek.net[fjafari@soiltek.net];
fmohsen@exponent.com{fmohsen@exponent.com}; Foley, Mary[Foley.Mary@epa.gov};
frduggan@gmail.com[frduggan@gmail.com};
fred.ellerbusch@us.rhodia.comifred.ellerbusch@us.rhodia.com]; Fredi
Pearlmutter[fpearimutter@lindabury.com}; frenv@aol.com[frenv@aol.com];
fxbrowne@fxbrowne.comjfxbrowne@fxbrowne.comj;
GaddisDM@cdmsmith.com[GaddisDM@cdmsmith.com]; Gary Gengel[gary.gengel@!w.com}; Gary
Gorski[garygorski@gmail.com]; gary.fisher@alcatel-lucent.comigary.fisher@alcatel-lucent.com];
gcoscia@langan.comigcoscia@langan.com}; gdmv@aol.com{gdmv@aol.com];
gene.peck@viridianalliance.com[gene.peck@yviridianalliance.com}; George
Clark[georgeclark@dioxins.com}; George Frame[George.W.Frame@gmail.com}; Georgia
Chijoke[adannem1@AOL.COM]; Ginny Root[ginny_root@oxy.com];

gorringm@mail. montclair.edu[gorringm@mail.montclair.edu]; Greenberg,
Marc[Greenberg.Marc@epa.govl; Guillermo Saar[guillermosaar@live.com]; Hair,
Lisa[Hair.Lisa@epa.gov}; Hart, Michael[Hart.Michael@epa.gov];
hayes@aquasurvey.comfhayes@aquasurvey.com}, Hea Youn Kim[hykim_ut@yahoo.com];
hibba.wahbeh@usace.army.mil[hibba.wahbeh@usace.army.mil]; Hick, Patricia[Hick.Patricia@epa.govl;
hostileblonde@optonline.net{hostileblonde@optonline.net]; Ironbound Super
Neighborhood[ironbound.sncc.corrs.sec@gmail.com}; J Wellsfjwells@environcorp.com]; Jane
Freemeyer]jfreemye@maxxam.caj;
janine.macgregor@dep.state.nj.us[janine.macgregor@dep.state.nj.usl; Jay
Meegoda[Meegoda@njit.edu]; jblaney@Langan.com[jblaney@Langan.com];
jchningson@aol.comfjchningson@aol.comy}; jdanis@nrdc.orgfjdanis@nrdc.orgl;
jdeason@dawsonassociates.com[jdeason@dawsonassociates.com];
jdeason@gwu.edufjdeason@gwu.edul; Jennifer Bryz[Jen.Bryz-Gornia@arcadis-us.com];
JenniferG@passaiccountynj.orglJenniferG@passaiccountynj.org];
Jerry_willis@nps.gov[Jerry_willis@nps.gov], Jessica Hurley[vikswgn@hotmail.com];
jfitzpatrick@hydroqual.comijfitzpatrick@hydroqual.com}; jgullace@mgkflaw.comjgullace@mgkflaw.com];
jimcateer@msn.com{jjmcateer@msn.comyj; jlawton@environcorp.comfjlawton@environcorp.comj;
jmdamon@sevenson.comjmdamon@sevenson.com];
jmhouse@sevenson.com{jmhouse@sevenson.com}; jo3n@msn.comfjo3n@msn.comj; joan.olawski-
stiener@dep.state.nj.us[joan.olawski-stiener@dep.state.nj.us]; Jock
Merriam[jock.merriam@shawgrp.com]; joelesky@matrix7.comfjoelesky@matrix7.com]; John
Holt{jholt@holtpa.com}; john.E.Vidumsky@usa.dupont.com{john.E.Vidumsky@usa.dupont.com];
john@fehrenbach.biz[john@fehrenbach.biz}; jonathan@jaffecom.com[jonathan@jaffecom.com];
jones@pbnl.govjjones@bnl.gov]; Joseph.Steinbacher@obg.com[Joseph.Steinbacher@obg.com}; Joy
Young[joyyoung@deloitte.com}; jpace@imcs.rutgers.edufjpace@imces.rutgers.edul;
jpekala@environcorp.com[jpekala@environcorp.comj; jroe@lockelord.comfjroe@lockelord.com];
jsamsonphd@gmail.comfjsamsonphd@gmail.comj; jsontag@biogenesis.com{jsontag@biogenesis.com];
jweis@andromeda.rutgers.edufjweis@andromeda.rutgers.edu};
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jwollenberg@elminc.comjjwolienberg@elminc.com}; K Rasoviclkrasovic@rutgers.edu];
kaattonito@news12.com[kaattonito@news12.com]; Katherine Hammers[khammers@honigman.com];
kblankenship@)jfgdlaw.com{kblankenship@jfgdlaw.com;
kdmcquick@gw.dec.state.ny.us[kdmcquick@gw.dec.state.ny.us]; Kegan Brown[kegan.brown@lw.comj;
Kelly Clemmonsikclemons@terratherm.comj; kirkrbarrett@yahoo.comkirkrbarrett@yahoo.com}; Klepp,
Robert[Klepp.Robert@epa.gov}; Kluesner, Davelkluesner.dave@epa.govl;
kmack@kl.com[kmack@kl.com]; kris.vannaerssen@aecom.comjkris.vannaerssen@aecom.comj;
krking@umich.edufkrking@umich.edu}; krugem@mail. montclair.edufkrugem@mail.montclair.edu}; Kurt
Pugh[kpugh@terracontracting.net]; kuziolaa@bboed.orglkuziolaa@bboed.org];
L.Hiemstra@boskalis.nl[L.Hiemstra@boskalis.nl]; Laura Kelm[lkelm@greatswamp.org];
lazarv@aol.com[lazarv@aol.com]; Libby Smith[lsmith@gsiws.com]; Linda
Logan[llogan@anchorgea.com}; Lisa.A.Baron@usace.army.mil[Lisa.A.Baron@usace.army.mil];
lisaryan@hackensackriverkeeper.orgflisaryan@hackensackriverkeeper.orgl;
llaport@comcast.netfllaport@comcast.net]; Louis Shenman[lshenman@aol.com];
Ipoliock@drew.eduflpollock@drew.edul; Iziccardi@exponent.comjlziccardi@exponent.com}; M
Moran[mmoran@njlaborers.org}; mail@nynjbaykeeper.orgimail@nynjbaykeeper.orgl;
mandegruber@gmail.com{mandegruber@gmail.com};
maribel@jerseyhistory.orgmaribel@jerseyhistory.orgl;
marion_craig@urscorp.com{marion_craig@urscorp.com}; Mark
Fitzsimmons[mfitzsimmons@steptoe.com}; Mark Meyersimmeyers@anchorqea.com}; Mark
Otis[motis@maxymillian.com]; Mark Terril[terrii@ppg.com];
mark.herzberg@dep.state.nj.us[mark.herzberg@dep.state.nj.us];
mark.jaworski@westonsolutions.com[mark.jaworski@westonsolutions.com};
mark.lillie@kirkland.com[mark_ lillie@kirkland.com]; mark_wine@kirkland.com[mark_wine@kirkland.com};
Mary Mears{Mears.Mary@epa.gov], Masseil Ferraralmferrara@hcnj.us];
matthammel@taylorhammel.com[matthammel@taylorhammel.com];
mayojj@cdm.com{mayocjj@cdm.com]; mbehan@harborrmc.com[mbehan@harborrmc.com};
mcclary@fdu.edumceclary@fdu.edul;
MCNALLY.JOHN@cleanharbors.com[MCNALLY.JOHN@cleanharbors.com];
medwards@exponent.com{medwards@exponent.com];
Megan.B.Grubb@usace.army.mil[Megan.B.Grubb@usace.army.mill; Mehran, Reyhan
(NOAA)Reyhan.Mehran@noaa.gov]; mhenning@environcorp.com[mhenning@environcorp.comy;
Michael Galliginimgalliga@us.ibm.comj; Michael McGowan[McGowan.Michael@epa.gov};
michael.vancii@lanxess.com[michael.vancil@lanxess.com];
mjhadar@comecast.netimjhadar@comcast.net]; mlaska@geeinc.netimiaska@geeinc.net];
mmackie@geotransinc.com{mmackie@geotransinc.com}; mnewell@ramapo.edu[mneweli@ramapo.edul;
mpm@mmctlaw.com[mpm@mmectlaw.com]; mpotts@environcorp.comimpotts@environcorp.comy;
mrusselldpni@gmail.com[mrusselldpni@gmail.com];
mslowinski@slowinskiatkins.com[mslowinski@slowinskiatkins.com];
msteinberg@morganlewis.com[msteinberg@morganlewis.com}; mthiagaram@yu-
associates.com{mthiagaram@yu-associates.com]j;
mwmarcus@marcusassoc.netfmwmarcus@marcusassoc.net}; N Azaric[nazario@aquasurvey.comj;
Nace, Charles[Nace.Charles@epa.gov]; nan.bernardo@basf.com[nan.bernardo@basf.com}; Naranjo,
Eugenia[Naranjo.Eugenia@epa.govl; Neal Grasso[neal.grasso@fticonsulting.com];
neil.geevers@boskalis.com[neil.geevers@boskalis.com];
nereidsec@hotmail.cominereidsec@hotmail.com}; nspindel@lowenstein.com[nspindel@lowenstein.com];
Nyman, Robert{Nyman.Robert@epa.govl; oneilli@northjersey.comfoneillj@northjersey.com}; Oscar
Beckman[obeckman@maxxam.ca}; panid@hydroqual.com[panid@hydroqual.com];
pardir@wpunj.edu[pardir@wpunj.edul; Patrick Gwinn[pgwinn@integral-corp.com};
Paul.Sabalis@nan02.usace.army.mil{Paul.Sabalis@nan02.usace.army.mill;
peglic@comcast.net[peglic@comcast.net];
Peter.M.Weppler@nan02.usace.army.mil[Peter.M.Weppler@nan02.usace.army.mil};
peter.simon@annarbortechnicalservices.com[peter.simon@annarbortechnicalservices.comj;
pibluestein@tierra-inc.comfpjbluestein@tierra-inc.com}; pmcisaac@stl-inc.com[pmcisaac@stl-inc.comy;
prezantr@mail.montclair.edufprezantr@mail.montclair.edu};
prokopis.christou@benjaminmoore.com[prokopis.christou@benjaminmoore.com];
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prra.row3@verizon.net[prra.row3@verizon.net};
r.gascoyne@westonsolutions.comir.gascoyne@westonsolutions.com}; Ray Basso[Basso.Ray@epa.gov];
RBarnesPohjonen@elminc.com{RBarnesPohjonen@elminc.com];
roraun@pfisterchemical.com[rbraun@pfisterchemical.com};
rdumas@cleanearthinc.com{rdumas@cleanearthinc.com}; Reiss Carscaddenrcarscadden@integral-
corp.comy; revfharper@greenfaith.orgfrevfharper@greenfaith.org}; rfarr@njdwsc.comrfarr@njdwsc.comj;
rich.felsing@gmail.comfrich.felsing@gmail.com}; Richard Jeunessirlajeunesse@graydon.comj;
Richard.F.Schwer@usa.dupont.com[Richard.F.Schwer@usa.dupont.comy];
richard.wroblewski@givaudan.com[richard.wroblewski@givaudan.com];
richardsonn@battelle.org[richardsonn@battelle.org}; richda@ci.newark.nj.us{richda@ci.newark.nj.us};
rick.carr@testamericainc.comfrick.carr@testamericainc.com];

Rmcenutt354 @aol.com[Rmcnutt354@aol.comi; rmiller@hydroqual.com|rmiller@hydroqual.com];
rmorrow@cleanearthinc.com{rmorrow@cleanearthinc.com];
robert.paulson@minergy.comjrobert.paulson@minergy.com];
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Subject: Re-Cap of News Clips: April 11 EPA Announcement of Passaic River Proposed Cleanup Plan

Star Ledger
Massive, $1.7 billion environmental cleanup of Passaic River proposed by EPA
By Ted Sherman

April 11,2014

NEWARK — In one of the largest Superfund cleanups ever proposed, federal officials yesterday called
for a bank-to-bank dredging of the Passaic River that would remove more than 4 million cubic yards of
toxic sediment from the river bottom — enough to fill up MetLife Stadium twice.

The $1.7 billion cleanup, under study for 25 years, would target the lower eight miles of the highly
polluted waterway, from Belleville to Newark, which remains heavily contaminated with high
concentrations of dioxin, PCBs and other contaminants left behind by more than a century of industrial
activity.

Officials said those responsible for polluting the river would pay the cost of cleanup. But likely court
challenges could further delay and complicate the project, they said, with at least 100 companies
potentially liable under the federal Superfund law.

Judith Enck, regional administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency who made the cleanup
announcement at a riverfront park in Newark, said the Passaic has been plagued by pollution for far too
long.

"We’ve studied this for years. The river communities have suffered for long enough,” she said.

The EPA said the sediment removal — one of the largest volumes ever to be dredged under the

Superfund program — would be accompanied by a capping of the river bottom. The contaminated
sediment would be pressed, dried, then shipped out of state for disposal.
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The project is similar to the ongoing effort in the Hudson River intended to remove PCBs, or
polychlorinated biphenyls, discharged by two now-shuttered General Electric plants over a 30-year
period.

New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection Commissioner Bob Martin called the EPA proposal
for the Passaic the most "workable and realistic remedy" for a river he said was misused for decades and
used as a dumping ground for industrial toxins and pollutants.

"We’d like to start the cleanup process as soon as possible," Martin said. "This river is going to be
cleaned up."

The Passaic, stretching 90 miles through 45 municipalities in seven countics, has a long history of abuse,
with fish and shellfish in the lower part of the river highly contaminated with mercury and cancer-causing
chemicals that can be found deep in the bottom sediment. Catching crabs is prohibited, and those who fish
are advised not to eat what they catch.

According to the EPA, much of the dioxin in the river was generated from the Diamond Alkali Co. plant
in Newark, which produced Agent Orange and other deadly pesticides during the 1960s, leaving behind a
toxic legacy in the sediment.

The empty tract where the plant was located is now entombed in concrete to prevent leaching of
contaminants in the river, but the sediment of the riverbed remains full of dioxin, according to
environmental studies. The site was added to the federal Superfund list in 1984,

U.S. Sen. Cory Booker

(D-N.1), the former mayor of Newark who attended yesterday’s EPA announcement with Sen. Robert
Menendez (D-N.J.) and other members of the state’s congressional delegation, just upriver from the
Diamond Alkali plant, called it "New Jersey’s biggest crime scene.”

Federal officials said about 100 other companies are also potentially responsible for generating and
releasing pollutants into the Passaic. Rep. Bill Pascrell (D-9th Dist.) raised concerns that legal battles

could delay any cleanup "by another 10 years."

The state had been in court for a decade, secking damages against many of the companies blamed for the
river contamination, before reaching a partial settlement with some only last year.

Debbie Mans, the NY/NJ Baykeeper, said those responsible for the pollution are to blame for the
continuing delay.

"They have been paying lobbyists and lawyers instead of paying for the cleanup,” she said.

But an industry group representing some of the companies affected by the proposed cleanup order labeled
the EPA plan "a massive, impractical and disruptive bank-to-bank remedy."

Jonathan Jaffe, a spokesman for the Lower Passaic River Study Area Cooperating Parties Group, which

represents 67 companies, said the EPA plan will take decades to implement, potentially disrupting
economic growth and limiting recreational activity on the river for a generation. He said, "EPA’s recovery

FOIA_07123_0002935_0007



prediction show that the proposed bank-to-bank dredge may not even be protective of human health."
Jaffe said the three companies that inherited Diamond Alkali’s liabitity — Occidental Chemical Corp.,
Maxus Energy Corp. and Tierra Solutions Inc. — were largely at fault for the poliution in the river and
"have unnecessarily delayed any meaningful action on the river for decades.”

A spokesman for the successor companies had no comment.

There has already been some dredging in the river in the past two years. In 2012, the EPA ordered
dredging in the Passaic near the Diamond Alkali facility, where 40,000 cubic yards of contaminated
sediment were removed. Last year, another 16,000 cubic yards of contaminated sediment from a half-mile

stretch of the river in Lyndhurst was also removed after high levels of contamination were detected.

A group of some of the companies affected by the proposed cleanup order, meanwhile, today called the
EPA plan “a massive, impractical, and disruptive bank-to-bank remedy.”

Jonathan Jaffe, a spokesman for the Lower Passaic River Study Area Cooperating Parties Group, which
represents 67 companies, said the EPA plan will take decades to implement in one of the most congested
regions in the country, potentially disrupting economic growth and limiting recreational activity on the
river for a generation, and may not even be protective of human health.

He said Tierra Solutions and other successor companies to Diamond Alkali were responsible for what is
driving the clean-up of contamination, but “have unnecessarily delayed any meaningful action on the
river for decades.”

A spokesman for the Tierra had no immediate comment.

The EPA will hold public meetings on the proposal in May and June in Newark, Kearny and Belleville.

The first one will be May 7 at the Portuguese Sports Club in Newark, with locations and dates for the
other two still to be determined.

The Record
$1.7 billion plan to clean up the Passaic River unveiled
APRIL 11, 2014, 2:13 PM

By Scott Fallon

CARMINE GALASSO/STAFF PHOTOGRAPHER
The plan announced Friday by the EPA targets the Passaic River near Newark, the most polluted stretch.

In what is being called the largest toxic cleanup in U.S. history, enough highly contaminated sediment to
fill 358,000 dump trucks will be dredged from the Passaic River under a $1.7 billion plan announced
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Friday.
CARMINE GALASSO/STAFF PHOTOGRAPHER

U.S. Sen. Cory Booker speaking Friday on the Newark riverfront, where federal officials outlined their
plan to remove 4.3 million cubic yards of toxic mud. He was joined by Sen. Bob Menendez and Rep. Bill
Pascrell Jr.

The much-anticipated project by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency would remove 4.3 million
cubic yards of toxic mud from the bottom of the river’s lower eight miles, one of the most polluted
stretches of water in the nation.

The proposal “will result in a cleaner river that protects people’s health and increases the productive use
of one of New Jersey’s most important natural resources,” Judith Enck, the EPA administrator for the
region, said at a news conference next to the river in Newark.

The work, however, is years away from starting because of the planning required to carry out the cleanup.

The “bank to bank” project will focus on removing sediment from Newark Bay eight miles north to
Belleville.

Although 17 miles of the river — from the bay to the Dundee Dam in Garfield — is part of the Superfund
site, EPA officials said they are targeting the lower eight miles because it contains the greatest
concentration of cancer-causing dioxin, PCBs, mercury and other industrial pollution. Those
contaminants are swept by the tide to other parts of the river.

About 100 companies that either polluted the river or inherited the liability of past polluters are on the
hook to pay for the cleanup. Many of them had been advocating for a much smaller, less expensive and
quicker cleanup focusing on dredging 25 hot spots in the river.

The EPA’s plan will “take decades to implement in one of the most congested regions in the country,
potentially disrupting and impairing economic growth and limiting recreational activity on the river for a

generation,” the companies said in a statement Friday.

But several lawmakers, community leaders and environmental activists said the EPA’s plan was the best
one for the river.

The news conference about the cleanup drew federal officials including Sens. Bob Menendez and Cory
Booker, and Rep. Bill Pascrell Jr.

“It’s time for the companies that polluted this river to stop paying their lobbyists and lawyers and start
paying for a cleanup,” said Debbie Mans, co-chairwoman of a community group advising the EPA on the
project.

Public input planned

The enormity of the cleanup is considerable. The amount of dredged mud would fill MetLife Stadium

FOIA_07123_0002935_0009



twice. It is almost double the amount of contaminated sediment being dredged from the Hudson River, a
project long considered the biggest river rehabilitation in the U.S. In that cleanup, General Electric Co.
has spent more than $1 billion so far to remove 2 million cubic yards of PCBs that turned the Hudson into
a 200-mile Superfund site.

The EPA had long been leaning toward the 4.3-million-cubic-yard cleanup of the Passaic. The project
calls for dredging 2% feet in most of the river and up to 15 feet deep to accommodate a navigation
channel. Once the contaminated sediment is removed, a protective cap of 2 feet of sand and 1 foot of
materials to support habitat for fish and plants will be placed over the dredged area.

The dredged material would then be taken by barge to a local facility that would separate water from the
sediment.

The water would then be cleaned and discharged back into the Passaic. The sediment would be
transported by rail to facilities in the U.S. or Canada. Material containing dioxin — about 10 percent of
the overall dredged mud — would be incinerated and the rest buried in a landfill that handles toxic
material.

The EPA had considered burying the contaminated material in Newark Bay, which would have cost $700
million less. But the state Department of Environmental Protection and local leaders opposed that plan.

The EPA had also been considering a more ambitious plan that would include dredging all of the
contaminated sediment — 9.6 million cubic yards — at a cost of up to $3.5 billion. But agency officials
said the result would not be more protective of human health.

The EPA plans to hold three public meetings in the coming months to explain the project. After
considering comments from the public, the agency will finalize a cleanup plan by early next year.
Engineering and design work necessary to carry out the plan will be done in the following years. The
EPA estimates it would take five years to dredge the eight miles.

Corporate proposal

Industrial pollution in the Passaic dates back almost two centuries when the nation’s first textile mills
deposited excess dye into the waterway near Paterson. But the 20th century saw some of the deadliest
pollution dumped into the river, including mercury, cancer-causing dioxin and the now-banned industrial
coolant PCBs.

Despite a three-decade-old ban on crabbing and an advisory against cating fish caught in the lower
Passaic, plenty of people — especially new immigrants in lower-income communities — still cast their
lines every day into the river looking for a meal. The contaminated part of the river is also used by many
high school, club and college crew teams for practice and races.

The companies responsible for the pollution include some of the biggest names in corporate America —
BASF, Benjamin Moore, CBS, DuPont, Hess, Honeywell, Otis Elevator, Pfizer, Sherwin Williams,
Stanley Black & Decker, and Tiffany and Co. It also includes smaller, local businesses like Garfield
Molding and Three County Volkswagen.

So far, two cleanups of toxic material have taken place on the waterway: The dredging and capping of
contaminated mudflats in Lyndhurst and the removal of toxic river sediment near the Diamond Shamrock
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plant in Newark, which dumped dioxin into the river while making the Vietnam-era defoliant Agent
Orange.

Representatives for a group of 67 companies, have spent more than a year trying to drum up public
support for their smaller cleanup plan, which they say would take three years from start to finish.

Their plan, called the “Sustainable Remedy,” would have removed only 500,000 cubic yards of sediment
and restored watersheds to cut down on runoff. It also included a much-ridiculed *“fish exchange”
proposal where anglers who pull contaminated fish from the Passaic could swap them for healthy ones
grown in a nearby tank.

The companies have never said how much their plan would cost. EPA officials estimated it at $400
million to $600 million if they removed 900,000 cubic yards — almost double the quantity proposed by

the companies.

Jonathan Jaffe, a spokesman for the group, said they will continue to push for their cleanup plan during
the comment period.

Citing General Electric’s eventual cleanup of the Hudson, EPA officials said they were optimistic that the
companies would eventually comply with the agency’s plan. They said the federal Superfund law gives

little room to polluters to avoid paying for a cleanup.

“We certainly hope they will step up and buy into this,” Enck said. “I’m expecting the best from them.”

Associated Press

US calls for $1.7B cleanup of Passaic River
By GEOFF MULVIHILL

Associated Press

Friday, April 11, 2014

TRENTON, N.J. (AP) — The federal government plans to launch a $1.7 billion cleanup of a stretch of
the Passaic River in New Jersey where Agent Orange was made and where mercury and DDT remain.

The plan, unveiled Friday in Newark, has the support of several members of Congress from New Jersey
as well as Republican Gov. Chris Christie's administration and environmentalists.

The Environmental Protection Agency wants to deeply dredge the lower two miles of the river with the
idea of making it navigable again and cap the riverbed on the six miles upstream to keep poliutants in
place. The government selected the option over one that would have involved dredging the entire 8-mile
stretch of the lower Passaic, which runs through Newark and other northern New Jersey towns before
emptying into Newark Bay. The plan selected does not address upper stretches of the river, which the
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Sierra Club of New Jersey says also needs attention.

The river runs through the heart of what was one of the nation's busiest industrial arcas and its sediment
bears witness to the history.

Officials say they expect to take out 4.3 million cubic yards of material — enough to fill MetLife Stadium
twice — treat it, and put it in a hazardous waste landfill.

The material includes several dangerous chemicals that were put into the water by more than 100
factories that were on the banks of the river over a century. The EPA says it expects to remove 18 pounds
of highly toxic dioxins, 15,000 pounds of PCB's, 35,000 pounds of mercury and nearly 2,000 pounds of
the now-banned pesticide DDT.

The government had previously removed material close to the former Newark plant of Diamond Alkali

where Agent Orange — a herbicide used to clear foliage during the Vietnam War that causes serious
health problems and birth defects — was produced.

The EPA says that the biggest health risks to people from contamination on the river come from eating
fish from there — something that some people do despite warnings. The agency says that fish caught in
the river can be made safer to eat, and that risks to wildlife can be reduced through the project.
"Unfortunately, this environmental treasure was misused for several decades. It became a dumping
ground for industrial toxins and pollutants,” New Jersey DEP Commissioner Bob Martin said in a
statement. "But it does not have to remain impaired. It can be brought back to life and returned to its role
as an important environmental and economic resource for north Jersey."

The EPA intends to use the Superfund, which forced polluters to pay, for the cleanup.

New Jersey's two U.S. senators and four of its Congressmen issued a joint statement praising the potential
of the cleanup for the environment and for creating hundreds of jobs.

Many precise details of the EPA's plan have not been determined. The agency is holding three hearings in
May and June and accepting public comment until June. It expects to unveil a final plan next year.

CBS News
EPA Proposes Massive Cleanup Project For Part Of Passaic River

April 11,2014 6:57 PM

Newark, N.J. (CBSNewY ork) — Parts of the Passaic River have been infested with cancer-causing
chemicals for years.

The water is so dangerous fishing in the river has been banned.
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Now, a major step forward in recovery is in motion as the Environmental Protection Agency unveiled its
largest proposed Superfund cleanup in the nation, CBS 2’s Christine Sloan reported Friday.

“This river is heavily contaminated with dioxin, PCBs, heavy metals like led and mercury, pesticides,”
EPA Regional Administrator Judith Enck said.

Due to all of the pollution in the water, New Jersey residents haven’t been able to eat any of the crab or
fish in the river. People aren’t even allowed to swim, and wildlife is in danger.

“It is a witches” brew of chemicals that unfortunately some of them cause cancer,” Enck said.

The EPA has proposed a dredging project for an 8-mile stretch of the troubled Passaic River, Sloan
reported.

It is estimated to be a $1.7 billion project. The EPA said the cost will be paid for by the 200 companies
that polluted the river, not by taxpayers.

“Right here in Newark, a company manufactured agent orange that was used during the Vietnam War and
it was dumped into the land, it seeped into the river,” Enck said.

Back in the 80°s, former Gov. Tom Kean Sr. had the Diamond Alkali plant — the company responsible
for agent orange — covered in cement to stop more chemicals from leaking into the river, Sloan reported.

The 8-mile stretch between Newark and Lyndhurst was described by Sen. Cory Booker as the state’s
biggest crime scene, WCBS 880’s Levon Putney reported.

“Was assaulted, poisoned and left for dead,” Booker said.

A group representing 67 companies that have agreed to pay and help with clean up opposes the EPA’s
plan.

“We’re focusing on the lower 17 miles of the river. This plan is only for the lower eight miles,” said
Jonathan Jaffe, of the lower Passaic River Study. “Our plan would help clean up the river quicker.”

A delegation of lawmakers, however, say it is time to stop the fighting.

The Sierra Club’s Jeff Tittel agrees with that sentiment. His aunt and uncle lived along the river and both
died of liver cancer.

“For my family that actually grew up in this neighborhood, who lived in this area for close to a hundred
years, maybe this toxic legacy will be over one day,” Tittel said.

The EPA’s proposal calls for moving the massive amounts of sediment in the river out of New Jersey by
train.

Enck told Putney the project would place a protective cap over the dredged arca after the contaminated
soil is removed.

Residents will have a chance to voice their ideas and concerns at several public meetings. The final plan
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on the project is expect to come out early next year.

EPA's massive $1.7 billion Passaic River cleanup may face hurdles

WPIX TV

NEWARK, N.J. (PIX11)-It’s the biggest environmental cleanup in Environmental Protection Agency
history, but the EPA’s announcement on Friday that the lower eight miles of the Passaic River will
become fishable and swimmable again has a way to go before any removal of the waterway’s many
toxins can begin.

“We are standing before, right now, about New Jersey’s biggest crime scene,” said Sen. Cory Booker (D)
as he stood in front of the Passaic at a ceremony Friday afternoon announcing the river cleanup. “This

river was beaten, was brutalized, was assaulted, was poisoned and was left for dead,” said Booker.

The Environmental Protection Agency announced a multi-billion dollar cleanup of the Passaic River.
(PIX11)

Until being elected to the U.S. Senate last November, Booker had been mayor of Newark for the previous
seven years.

In that capacity, he’d worked extensively with groups and activists who have tried to get the waterway,
which is an EPA Superfund cleanup site, cleaned up.

Booker was at the riverfront ceremony Friday afternoon with a panel of heavy political hitters, including
fellow senator Bob Menendez, three local members of congress and other major environmental
policymakers.

They each declared that the Passaic will be cleaned, but some of them admitted that it may take work and
time.

For well over a century, some 100 industrial companies have dumped their waste into the Passaic, which
runs past Newark as well as more than a dozen other North Jersey towns.

Over 90 percent of the river’s most toxic pollutants are sitting in its last eight miles before it enters
Newark Bay, according to the EPA.

Most of the muck on the river bottom, 4.3 million cubic yards, or enough to fill MetLife Stadium twice
over, according to the EPA, will be dredged under the agency’s plan.

The river’s bottom and its embankments would then be covered with a cap made of stone and sand, shore
to shore, at a cost of at least $1.7 billion.

The project is expected to take between 2 to 3 years. (PIX11)
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The process won’t be done overnight, by any means.

“It’s going to take two to three years to design this project,” said Ray Basso, the EPA director for the
Lower Passaic area. “It’s probably going to take before that a year to negotiate a settlement with the
responsible parties who have to pay forit.”

He likened Friday’s cleanup announcement to winning Game 1 of the World Series, and said he expects
the rest of the series, if you will, to take at least “four years before we can actually get in and dredge.”

The tab for the dredging and revitalization effort is supposed to be paid for by the historic polluters,
according to the Superfund Law. The regional administrator for the EPA said that there are strong
incentives for that to occur as soon as possible.

“If the polluters don’t do the cleanup,” said Judith Enck, “the EPA has the legal authority to do it and then
charge them, and charge them three times the cost. So we fully expect that we’re going to get this done
within the decade.”

The industrial companies, however, have got a different proposal.

“We have a plan to get rid of these [environmental] hotspots on the river,” said Jonathan Jaffe, a
spokesperson for the Cooperative Parties Group, or CPG, a consortium of 67 companies determined by
the EPA to have contributed to the river’s pollution made by PCBs, DDT and other toxins.

CPG’s proposal would clean up specific pollution sites along the lower 17 miles of the Passaic River,
rather than focus on its last 8 miles, as the EPA is doing. Jaffe said that his group’s intention is “to put in
these out of river projects within five to six years, which is a big difference [from the EPA proposal] and
it’s not going to be nowhere near as disruptive.”

New Jersey has the highest number of EPA Superfund sites in the country, and the Passaic is the largest
and most toxic of all New Jersey sites, according to EPA studies. Agent Orange, a highly toxic defoliant
used to clear jungle battle zones during the Vietnam War, was among the many toxins produced along the
river.

While the EPA and the CPG both have plans for cleanup, the two sides are far apart. Negotiations
between the two parties will begin as soon as possible, but during the cleanup’s announcement, more than

one speaker who addressed the assembled group of activists, residents and political supporters said that a
court battle could be expected.

Capital NY
Capital Energy: On the hook for the Passaic; NY comes 4th
By Scott Waldman and David Giambusso

Apr. 14,2014
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AN EXPENSIVE PROPOSITION: The Environmental Protection Agency is pushing for the most
expensive cleanup ever to take place on the lower part of the Passaic River, which eventually feeds into
the New York harbor. The $1.7 billion project will remove 4.3 million cubic yards of highly contaminated
sediment from eight miles of the river. A century of industrial activity in the Passaic has left dioxin,
PCBs, heavy metals, pesticides and other contaminants in the river. The agreement is still contingent on
reaching agreements with private companies responsible for the pollution, so that taxpayers don’t have to
foot the bill. Precedent suggests companies will have to fight this in court if they are unwilling to pay for
the cleanup. FULL TEXT REQUIRES SUBSCRIPTION

E&E News
EPA announces $1.7B dredging plan for N.J. river
Robin Bravender, E&E reporter

Published: Friday, April 11, 2014

NEWARK -- U.S. EPA today announced a $1.7 billion plan to dredge up remnants of Agent Orange and
other harmful pollutants from the Passaic River.

The plan to remove 4.3 million cubic yards of highly contaminated sediment from the lower 8 miles of
the river would mark one of the largest volumes ever to be dredged under EPA's Superfund program, the
agency said today.

"This certainly has been a long haul," said Judith Enck, head of EPA's Region 2 office that oversees New
Jersey. "The Passaic River has been plagued by pollution for far too long."

The sediment slated to be dredged would be enough to fill up New Jersey's MetLife Stadium two times,
Enck said.

A major part of the poliution in the river is dioxin from the Diamond Alkali facility, which produced
Agent Orange and pesticides during the 1960s that contaminated the land and river nearby. According to
EPA, about 100 companies are potentially responsible for generating and releasing dioxin, PCBs, heavy
metals and other contaminants into the river.
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Enck joined both of New Jersey's senators and several other state and local leaders today at an event
along the river announcing the plan. EPA will hold three public meetings on the proposal and will accept
comment from April 21 until June 20.

Sen. Cory Booker (D-N.J.), former mayor of Newark, called today "a day of justice" as he praised the
plan. He called the Passaic River "New Jersey's biggest crime scene." He added, "This river was beaten,
was brutalized, was assaulted, was poisoned and was left for dead.” Thanks to the cleanup, he said, the
river will "rise again.”

Extensive work was done between 1983 and 2001 to clean up the land at the Diamond Alkali facility,
EPA said. The plan announced today would address the lower 8 miles of the river portion of the site.
Under the Superfund program, EPA looks to force those responsible for the pollution to pay for the
cleanup. EPA said it would pursue similar agreements in this case.

"All of the companies that put the contaminants in the water will be paying for the full cleanup," Enck
said. She estimated the total cost would be $1.7 billion.

News 12 NJ TV
Environmental Protection Agency orders Passaic River cleanup
Originally published: April 11, 2014 6:56 PM

Updated: April 11, 2014 9:06 PM

ESSEX COUNTY - The Environmental Protection Agency is calling for a $1.7 billion cleanup of the
heavily polluted lower Passaic River in New Jersey.

A Newark plant that made Agent Orange was one of more than 100 facilities blamed for polluting the
river.

"A waste byproduct of the manufacture of Agent Orange was dioxin, and that got dumped on their
property,"” says EPA Superfund Director Walter Mugdan. "It blew into the community and a lot got

dumped into the river and sloshes up and down because the river is tidal."

EPA officials say they'll also remove pollutants like mercury and DDT.
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A public comment period is scheduled to last until June with a final, detailed plan to be unveiled next
year.

NJ Tomato (online publication)

EPA to Remove Toxic Sediment from the Passaic River - and it will take over $1 billion to get this dirty
job done

A view of the polluted Passaic River.
Posted 4/12/14

Last year, I worked behind the scenes and wrote a few pieces about the toxic condition of the Passaic
River in certain parts of our area. Contaminated sediment was found in the Passaic River, which borders
many towns in our area including Nutley and Belleville.

Now, the EPA has sent out a plan outlining their steps to correct this problem, which is a major health
hazard (as I predicted in this paper).

In an historic action that will protect people’s health and the environment, and benefit riverfront
communities, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency today proposed a plan to remove 4.3 million
cubic yards of highly contaminated sediment from the lower eight miles of the Passaic River in New
Jersey. The sediment in the Passaic River is severely contaminated with dioxin, polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs), heavy metals, pesticides and other contaminants from more than a century of industrial activity.
The lower ¢ight miles of the Passaic is the most heavily contaminated section of the river. Ninety percent
of the volume of contaminated sediments in the lower Passaic are in the lower eight miles of the river.

The EPA is proposing bank-to-bank dredging — one of the largest volumes ever to be dredged under the
EPA’s Superfund program — followed by capping of the river bottom.

The proposed plan is based on an extensive seven-year study of the lower eight miles of the river, known
as a focused feasibility study, and was developed in consultation with the New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration and with outreach to representatives of the many
communities along the lower Passaic River. The study examined the contamination and analyzed options
for reducing the risks that the contaminants in this segment of the river pose to people’s health and the
environment. The EPA will accept public comments on its proposed plan from April 21 to June 20.

The EPA will hold three public meetings to explain the proposal.
Specific date and location To Be Determined

“High concentrations of dioxin, PCBs and other contaminants in the lower eight miles of the Passaic
River are a serious threat to the people who eat fish and crabs from this river,” said Judith A. Enck, EPA
Regional Administrator. “The EPA’s proposed cleanup plan will result in a cleaner river that protects
people’s health and increases the productive use of one of New Jersey’s most important natural resources
and creates jobs during the cleanup. Doing less is not good enough for this river or the people who live
along it.”
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A major source of dioxin in the river was pollution from the Diamond Alkali facility in Newark, New
Jersey, where the production of Agent Orange and pesticides during the 1960s generated dioxin that
contaminated the land and the river. In addition, approximately 100 companies are potentially responsible
for generating and releasing dioxin, PCBs, heavy metals, pesticides and other contaminants into the river.
Fish and shellfish in the lower Passaic, its tributaries and Newark Bay are highly contaminated with
mercury, PCBs and dioxin. Fisheries along the river have long been closed due to the contamination.
Catching crabs is prohibited and there are “Do Not Eat” advisories for all fish. Local plans for riverfront
development have also been hindered because of sediment contamination. The site was added to the
federal Superfund List in 1984,

The lower 17 miles of the Passaic River, which stretches from its mouth at Newark Bay to the Dundee
Dam, are part of the Diamond Alkali Superfund site. From 1983 to 2001 extensive cleanup work was
conducted on land at the Diamond Alkali facility and in the streets and homes near it. The proposed
cleanup plan announced today addresses the lower eight miles of the river portion of the site.

Because of the nature and complexity of the Passaic River contamination, the EPA divided the
investigation and consideration of cleanup options into two studies — one of the entire 17-mile stretch of
the Lower Passaic from its mouth to the Dundee Dam and the other focused on just the lower eight miles.
The study of the lower eight miles was conducted by the EPA. A long-term study of contaminated
sediment in the 17-mile stretch is ongoing. It is being conducted by a group of approximately 70 parties
potentially responsible for the pollution, with the EPA oversight. Information gained from the 17-mile
study was integrated into EPA’s proposal for the cleanup of the lower eight miles. A portion of Newark
Bay is also being studied by one of the parties potentially responsible for the contamination.

In the lower Passaic River, there is an approximately 10-to-15-foot deep reservoir of contaminated fine-
grained sediment in the lower eight miles of the river. Under this plan, about 4.3 million cubic yards of
contaminated sediment will be dredged and removed from the Passaic River. Once the top layer of
contaminated sediment is removed from the river, a protective cap will be placed over the area that was
dredged. The cap will consist of two feet of sand except along the shore where it will be one foot of sand
and one foot of materials to support habitat for fish and plants. The cap will be monitored and maintained
to ensure that the cleanup remains protective.

The proposed plan includes several options for managing the contaminated sediment after dredging. Air
and water quality will be monitored during the work.

After receiving and considering comments from the public, the EPA will finalize a cleanup plan by early
next year. Once a plan is finalized, engineering and design work necessary to carry out the plan will be
done in the following years.

The proposed plan builds on dredging that has already occurred in two smaller areas with high
concentrations of contaminants. In 2012, the EPA oversaw dredging in the Passaic near the Diamond
Alkali facility in Newark. About 40,000 cubic yards of the most highly dioxin contaminated sediment
were removed, treated and then transported by rail to licensed disposal facilities. In 2013, the EPA
oversaw dredging of approximately 16,000 cubic yards of highly contaminated sediment from a half-mile
stretch of the Passaic River that runs by Riverside County Park North in Lyndhurst, New Jersey. This area
is located about 11 miles north of the river mouth and outside of the lower eight miles addressed in today
’s proposed plan. The work, which is ongoing, was necessary because the EPA identified particularly
high levels of contamination in the sediment in this portion of the river.
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The Superfund program operates on the principle that polluters should pay for the cleanups, rather than
passing the costs to taxpayers. The EPA searches for parties legally responsible for the contamination at
sites that are placed on the Superfund list and secks to hold those parties accountable for the costs of
investigations and cleanups. Most of the work to-date to clean up the Passaic has been performed by
parties responsible for the contamination. The EPA will similarly pursue agreements to ensure that the
cleanup work proposed today be carried out and paid for by those responsible for the contamination at the
site.

People may submit written comments by mail or email:

Alice Yeh, Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

290 Broadway, New York, New York 10007-1866

(212) 637-4427

PassaicLower8MileComments. ReoionZ (epa. vov

The plan for the lower eight miles of the Passaic River is available at

htto:/fwww . epacov/recion2/nassaicriver

orhttp://www.ourpassaic.org

NJ DEP PRESS RELEASE
April 11,2014

CHRISTIE ADMINISTRATION'S PREFERRED REMEDIATION OPTION FOR THE LOWER
PASSAIC RIVER IS SELECTED BY FEDERAL EPA

Plan Calls for Capping and Dredging, and Shipping Tainted Dredge Materials to a Hazardous Waste
Disposal Facility

(14/P25) TRENTON - The federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has chosen the Christie
Administration's preferred remedy as its proposed remediation plan for the Lower Passaic River, a plan
that could kick-start a long-overdue cleanup of a contaminated eight-mile section of this vital waterway
that was once an economic engine for the state and nation, Department of Environmental Protection
Commissioner Bob Martin announced today.
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Governor Christie, in a 2012 letter to EPA which is being made public today as part of the EPA's review
process, said New Jersey's preference is bank-to-bank capping of the river bed, with sufficient dredging to
prevent additional flooding and to enable future navigational use of the lower 2.2 miles of the river.
Dredged materials would be taken for off-site treatment and disposal at a hazardous waste landfill.

"My Administration has worked tirelessly to ensure that New Jersey's air, water, land and natural
resources are protected for the public's benefit, while simultaneously facilitating economic growth and
sustainability in all business sectors," Governor Christie stated in his fetter. "The extreme level of
contamination in sediments in the Lower Passaic River has long hindered our attainment of these
objectives in that portion of the state. Not only will removal and stabilization of the uncontrolled sources
substantially improve the environment, it will also spur economic growth and revitalization along the
Passaic River and throughout Northern New Jersey. After 25 years of study, the time to act is now."

The EPA's announcement of the proposed remedy came after years of study by EPA and its contractors,
as well as detailed peer review by the EPA's Contaminated Sediments Technical Advisory Group and its
National Remedy Review Board, plus an independent team of modeling experts. A series of EPA public
hearings on the proposed remedy will be held later this year.

The DEP has worked closely with and assisted the EPA in development of a Focused Feasibility Study
(FFS) for the cleanup of the lower eight miles of the Passaic River. The goal of the state-preferred remedy
is to reduce the ongoing threat to human health and the environment, while spurring economic growth and
revitalization along the Passaic River and through northern New Jersey.

"Unfortunately, this environmental treasure was misused for several decades. It became a dumping
ground for industrial toxins and poltutants," said Commissioner Martin. "But it does not have to remain
impaired. It can be brought back to life and returned to its role as an important environmental and
economic resource for North Jersey. We'd like to start the cleanup process as soon as possible to make
that revival happen.”

While, ideally, the state would prefer complete removal of all contaminated sediments, as stated in
Governor Christie's letter, the state's position is that the bank-to-bank capping remedy will achieve
virtually the same level of protection over time as the full dredging remedy.

In addition, for any dredge material generated while implementing the capping remedy, the Christie
Administration's position is that the only viable option, for environmental and public health and safety
reasons, is off-site disposal so that the contaminated sediment is permanently removed from the
community and properly secured in an appropriate facility. That position was reiterated in a March 12,
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2014 letter from Commissioner Martin to current EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy.

EPA will seek funding for the implementation of the preferred remedy, once a remedy has been formally
approved, from the companies it deems responsible for the contamination.

The EPA evaluated several potential remedies: Alternative 1: No action. Alternative 2: Deep dredging of
the entire eight miles. Alternative 3: Capping, with sufficient dredging of the entire eight miles to prevent
additional flooding and allow navigation in the lower 2.2 miles. EPA later added and evaluated a fourth
alternative, after the state had already made its preference known, for focused capping and dredging of
select areas of the river bed, which the state did not support.

The state's choice of the third alternative is based on many factors, among them the belief that any
remedial action for the Passaic River must:

* Remove as much contaminated sediment as possible to reduce the ongoing threat to human health
and the environment;

* Stop the uncontrolled release and movement of contaminated sediments into Newark Bay and
other parts of the estuary;

* Be consistent with reasonable long-term future uses of the Passaic River and adjacent areas,
particularly its use as a navigable waterway;

* Remove and treat contaminated sediments consistent with the state's preference for remedies
which permanently and significantly reduce volume, toxicity and mobility of hazardous substances;
* Provide for management of the waste in a manner that will not add further burden to the
surrounding communities' existing environmental issues;

The Passaic River was vital to America's industrial engine for more than 100 years, helping to bring
thousands of jobs and economic prosperity to northern New Jersey and an emerging nation. Running
through one of the most densely populated areas of the state, it also served as an important natural and
recreational resource.

Its sediments are now filled with dioxins generated by production of Agent Orange at a Newark site,
which now makes the Lower Passaic River one of the most contaminated rivers in the nation.

FOIA_07123_0002935_0022



EPA previously has conducted two "hot spot” sediment removal efforts on the Lower Passaic River. In
2012, it targeted removal of 40,000 cubic yards of dioxin-contaminated adjacent to the Diamond Alkali
Superfund site in the Ironbound section of Newark. In 2013, EPA required that responsible parties dredge
the top 2 feet of dioxin-contaminated sediments in a half-mile of mudflats along the Passaic River in
Lyndhurst and cap the remaining contamination.

To view Governor Christie's and Commissioner Martin's letters to the EPA, visit:
hitp:/fwww.ni.gov/dep/docs/passaic-river-cpa-letters.pdf

To view the details of EPA's proposed remedy, and to view technical information regarding the need for
the cleanup and different alternatives evaluated, visit: hittp://www.epa.gov/regionU2/passaicriver

EPA Calls for $1.7B Cleanup of New Jersey's Passaic River
NBC New York-Apr 11, 2014

VIDEOhttp://www.nbcnewyork.com/news/local/Passaic-River-Cleanup-EPA--25494963 1 .html

thealternativepress.com

EPA Passaic River Clean-Up Proposal Largest In History

By Cynthia Camming

Sunday, April 13,2014 « 10:51am

Content Options

WEST ORANGE, NJ - The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has proposed plans to remove 4.3
million cubic yards of highly contaminated sediment from the lower eight miles of the Passaic River in
New Jersey. According to the EPA, Passaic river sediment is “severely contaminated with dioxin,
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), heavy metals, pesticides and other contaminants from more than a
century of industrial activity”.

The lower ¢ight miles of the Passaic is the most heavily contaminated section of the river, containing 90%

of the volume of contaminated sediments. The EPA plans to employ “bank-to-bank dredging” in their
largest effort to date under the EPA’s Superfund program, followed by capping of the river bottom.
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After seven years of focused feasibility studies the EPA, in conjunction with the New Jersey Department
of Environmental Protection, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, and representatives of the communities along the
lower Passaic River, the proposal was developed. Contamination along the lower eight miles of the
Passaic River was examined and options were analyzed to reduce the contaminant risks. The goal
addresses the environmental health risks to the communities, wildlife, river, and land.

“High concentrations of dioxin, PCBs and other contaminants in the lower eight miles of the Passaic
River are a serious threat to the people who eat fish and crabs from this river,” said Judith A. Enck, EPA
Regional Administrator. ““The EPA’s proposed cleanup plan will result in a cleaner river that protects
people’s health and increases the productive use of one of New Jersey’s most important natural resources
and creates jobs during the cleanup. Doing less is not good enough for this river or the people who live
along it".

The EPA release cited the Diamond Alkali facility in Newark as a “major source of dioxin in the river,
where the production of Agent Orange and pesticides during the 1960s generated dioxin that
contaminated the land and the river.”

The release continues, “Approximately 100 companies are potentially responsible for generating and
releasing dioxin, PCBs, heavy metals, pesticides and other contaminants into the river. Fish and shellfish
in the lower Passaic, its tributaries and Newark Bay are highly contaminated with mercury, PCBs and
dioxin. Fisheries along the river have long been closed due to the contamination. Catching crabs is
prohibited and there are “Do Not Eat” advisories for all fish. Local plans for riverfront development have
also been hindered because of sediment contamination. The site was added to the federal Superfund List
in 1984

From 1983 through 2001, the lower 17 miles of the Passaic River stretching from Newark Bay to the
Dundee Dam were the site of extensive cleanup work on land at the Diamond Alkali facility and around
nearby homes and streets. Today’s proposed plan would address the lower eight miles of the river.

Once public comments are received and considered, the EPA will finalize a cleanup plan by early 2015.
In 2012, the EPA oversaw dredging operations in the Passaic near the Diamond Alkali facility in Newark.
About 40,000 cubic yards of dioxin contaminated sediment were removed, treated and transported to

licensed disposal facilities.

In 2013 approximately 16,000 cubic yards of highly contaminated sediment from a half-mile stretch of
the Passaic running by Riverside County Park North in Lyndhurst, New Jersey was dredged.

The EPA searches out responsible parties and sources of contamination and charges them with the costs
for remediation via the Superfund program.

The plan for the lower eight miles of the Passaic River is available at
http://www.epa.gov/region02/passaicriver or hitp:/www. ourpassaic.ore

Public comments will be accepted by the EPA on their proposed plan from April 21 to June 20, and
several public meetings describing the proposal will be held at the following locations:
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May 7, 2014 at 7 p.m., Portuguese Sports Club, 55 Prospect Street,, Newark, New Jersey, 07105
May 2014 in Kearny, New Jersey, Specific date and location To Be Determined

June 2014 in Belleville, New Jersey, Specific date and location To Be Determined

Written comments via mail or email may be submitted to:

Alice Yeh, Remedial Project Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

290 Broadway, New York, New York 10007-1866
(212) 637-4427 PassaicLower8MileComments RegionZ @epa.gov.

#H##H

David Kluesner
U.S. EPA - Manhattan Office
Public Affairs Division

290 Broadway, NY, NY 10007

work: 212 637-3653

cell: 347 330-9439

Www.epa.cov/region?

htips://blog.epa.gov/greeningtheapple/

hitps://twitter.com/EPAregion2
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https://'www.facebook.com/eparegion?
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